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ban on the physically unfit, the mentally unsound and the morally
degenerate carrying in them the seeds of hereditary disease, marrying
and perpetuating their stock. Owing to the difficulties connected with
scientific observation and experiment, the science of eugenics has been
advancing very slowly, and our knowledge of the laws of heredity in
their application to the inheritance of human characteristics is still very
meagre. All we can do ai present is to draw certain deductions regard-
ing human beings from the rules which the animal-breeder finds it
profitable to observe. Any practical scheme of eugenics would have
a positive and a negative aspect. That is, it would aim at encouraging
the reproduction of the specially fit and discouraging or preventing
the production of the specially unfit. In India, certain rules apparent!}'
of eugenic value are followed in arranging marriages. For example,
marriage is prohibited within certain degrees of relationship. Again,
the castes are divided into certain exogamous sections or gotras, the
members of which are regarded as so closely related that they are not
permitted to intermarry. It has been questioned, however, whether
this particular taboo has any scientific basis.1 There are certain prac-
tices in India, such as constant inbreeding among the members of
' microscopic endogamous subcastes ",2 which arc probably harmful.
On the whole, India stands as much in need of enlightenment on the
laws of human heredity as any other country. It is indeed futile to
hope that even with the fullest enlightenment spontaneous action will
secure the propagation of the most desirable stocks. At the same time,
even in the most advanced Western states, legislative scluetrnes of
positive eugenics are at present out of the question, because they will
be resented as unduly infringing on the liberty of the individual. Cer-
tain countries have however already embarked on tentative experiments
in eugenic legislation. Thus in the United States of America, the
State of Nebraska forbids the marriage of anyone suffering from
venereal disease. The State of Connecticut forbids the marriage of
epileptic or feeble-minded persons. Montana sterilizes its idiots and
epileptics by an operation which leaves the sexunl function undisturbed
while destroying the power of reproduction. It has been suggested
that sterilization may be resorted to in the case of hardened criminals
and other undesirable types.3 In most countries however, in the
present state of public opinion and sentiment, it is not possible to go
selection often preferred muscles to brain, and low cunning to artistic genius. Again,
the advance in medicine and sanitation undoubtedly increases the economic efficiency
of the community as a whole. All the same, the proposition is incontestable that,
under modern conditions, many more unfit people are enabled to survive and breed
than would have been possible under primitive conditions.
1 S. V. Karandikar, in Hindu Exogamy, pleads for a loosening of the extravagant
and unmeaning exogamous restrictions which Hindu society has imposed upon itself.
3 See  Karandikar,   op.   cit,,   p.   288.
* See  C.   P.   Blacker,   Birth-control  and   the   State,   pp.   67-0.